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the West CentralOhio Port Authority,and the City of Sprin#leld, Ohio.
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Transportation Improvement Program Introduction

Four Year
Program of Projects

+ Highways
+ Bridges
+ Tra@
+ Transit
4 Paratransit
+ Bikeways
+ Ri&sharing
+ Enhancements
● Railroads

Annual Update in
cooperation with
local and state
oflcials and the
operators of transit
and rail services

Prwritized projects
within jiscal
constraints and
consistent with the
Transportation Plan
and short range plans

Certified
transportation
planning process

The multi-modalTransportationImprovementProgram (TIP) lists the federal-

aid transportationprojectsplannedfor the Clark County-Springfieldarea over

the next four years. These transportationprojects includeroadway,traffic,

bridge,bus, bikeway,railroad,ndesharing,and transportationenhancements.

Projectsare stagedby the phasesof workand the time required to successfully

completethe work. Programexpendituresare within the fundingresources

availableto the areaduring the four yearperiod.

Generally,any transportationimprovementwhichwill utilize Federal funds

from the FederalHighwayAdministrationor the Federal Transit Administration

or State funds through the Ohio Departmentof Transportationmust be included

in the TIP as the first step in fundinga project. Estimates of the costs and

sourcesof the fundingare identifiedwith each project.

The TIP is updatedannuallyunder the directionof the Clark County-Springfield

TransportationStudy. It is developedthroughthe cooperativeeffortsof the

Ohio Departmentof Transportation,ClarkCounty, the City of Springfield,the

City of New Carlisle, the Townshipsand Villagesof Clark County, the Spring-

field Bus Company,franchiseoperatorof SpringfieldCity Area Transit, the

West CentralOhioPort Authorityand the Indiana& Ohio CentralRailroad, its

rail freight serviceprovider.

Projects are drawn from the short rangesystemmanagementprocess, the long

rangeplan, short range transi~rail freightand pamtransitplans, the air quality

state implementationplan, and the recommendationsof local governmentsand

citizens. The projects reflect communitygoals and objectives and are assigned

to the appropriatestagingperiodbasedon the area’spriorities, the individual

project urgency,and the anticipatedfundingcapabilitiesof the participating

governments. The advancementof projectswithin the first tiuee yearsof the
TIP requiresonly a letter of concurrence.

The developmentand preparationof the TIP is based on a local urban transpor-

tation planningprocess that complieswith all applicablefederal laws and
regulations. The planningprocessis certifiedannuallyby the Ohio Department

of Transportationand the ClarkCounty-SpringfieldTransportationCoordinating

Committee.
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Transportation Improvement Program Introduction

Air Quality in the
Dayton - Sprin@eld
area

+ Auto Inspectwn
and Maintenance
Program

+ Vapor recovery
systems

+ Transportation
Control measures

The Dayton - Springfieldarea has been redesignatedas an attainmentimainte-

nancearea with regard to ozone. The TIP must satisfy the air quality conformity

requirementsof the Clean Air Act Amendmentsof 1990. Projeets in the TIP

and other locally fundedregionally significantprojeets that add capacity to the

transportationsystem must be evaluatedwith regard to the emissionsthatthe
projectsmight help produce. ODOT will use a computermodel to estimate the

emissionsproducedby mobile sourcesusing the transportationsystem in the

Dayton - Springfieldarea. By agreement,the Miami Valley Regional Planning

Commissionis the leadagency for air qualityplanning in the region.

The Ohio E Cheek vehicleemissions testing program started in the Dayton -

Springfieldarea in November, 1995. Vaporrecovery systems on gasoline

storagesystemsare also required.

The TIP includesprojects and programsconsideredas transportationcontrol

Areawideridesharingprogram

Bicycling alternativesto motor vehicle travel

Park-and-Rideand fringeparking lots

Traffic flow improvements

Transit improvements

Ozone Action Days

Funding for Conges- WJ33Aprovides federal-aidfunds for congestionmitigation and air quality
twn Mitigation/Air
Quality

(CMAQ)purposes.ODOT has establisheda policy to sub-allocateCMAQ

funds to Clark County for qualifyingprojects. A determinationmust be made

by EPA and FHWA,FI’Awhether new projectsproposed to us CWQ funds

qualifyunder federaleligibility requirements.
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Transportation Improvement Program Introduction

TIP Development and The Clark County - SpringfieldTransportationStudy will address the re@re-
Public Involvement
Process

ments for public involvementin the developmentof the FY97-FY2000Trans-

portation ImprovementProgram. Any commentsreceivedduring the public

input processare summarizedin the TIP Appendixand are consideredby the

TCC and the appropriateimplementingagencies.

The chronologyof TIP developmentfollows the TCC’SadoptedPublic Involve-

ment Process and the ODOT/OARCTIP/STXPdevelopmentschedule.

ODOTDistrict 7 sends listing of programmed
projects (PF77) to TCC staff.

February 16

March8

Mamh 13

March 15

March22

April 5

April l&8

TCC staff meetingwith ODOT, City of
Springfield,Clark County Engineer to review
programof projects.

ODOTannouncesmajor/newprojects.
ODOTprogrammingcompletesPDMS edits.

TCC meeting; preliminary Draft TIPs submittedto
the Officeof Planning and District Seven; 18copies.
TCC staff submitsPreliminaryDraftTIP for localand
state-wideIntergovernmentalReview; 13copies.

ODOTCentraJOfficecompletesSTIP~P review
and fiscalanalysis,provides comments
regardingTIP edits and project deferrals
needed to achievefiscal balance.

ODOTamounces enhancementprojtxm
TCC edits PreliminaryDraftTIP to reflect
fiscal balance.

TCCstaffmeetswithTechnicalAdvisoryCommitteeto
review DraftTIP.

TCC sends one copy of Revised Draft to each
District,each MPO, and six to the Officeof
Planning; 33 copies.

ODOTflCC publishes legal notices in two daily
newspaperswith largest circulationwithin
Clark County. TCC runs cableTV notice,direct mail
and news releaseson Revised DraftTIP availabilityy
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Transportation Improvement Program Introduction

April l&8 cent’d.

April 4

April 7&ll

April 8

April 11

April 12

Apti 18

May 10

May 22

h’kly29

June 7

June 14

June 17

June 30

for public inspectionand date/timeforpublic involve
ment meeting.

ODOT/TCCpressreleaseregardingpublicavailability.

TCC popularad regardingTIP availabilityand open
house.

ODOTflCC STIP/TIPpublic availability ‘
period commences.

TCC holds open house/publicmeetingfor
Revised DraftTIP review and commen~

TCC meeting.

ODOTDistrict 7 STIP open house.

TCC meeting.

ODOT/TCCpublic commentperiodcloses.

TCC sendsFinal TIP report to printev 125copies.

TCC meetingagenda mailed includingfinal TIP
report and resolution.

TCC meeting with resolutionapprovingTIP,
conformity,etc.
TCC submitsFinalTIP toODOTDistrictSevenfor the
the Officeof Planning 20 copies.

ODOT submitsFinal State-wideSTIP/TIPto
FHWA for federalreview and approval.

Approvaldue from FHWA/FTA.

FY96 in Review and The TIP is a managementtool for monitoringprogress in implementingthe
FY97Priorities transportationplans and programs for the Clark County-Springfieldarea.

In review of the FY% TIP, the priority effort for the rest of FFY96and FFY97

must be to obtain sufficientobligatingauthority to advanceprojectsto construc-

tion as scheduled. Planned expendituresusing MPO attributablefundingfor

SFY 97 total $4,729,000. However, the SFY 97 funding limit is $2,343,000.
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Transportation Improvement Program Introduction

Prwrity #1
Additional Obligating
Authority

Priority #2
Leffel Late Financial
Plan

PrioriD #3
Rail Freight Project
in Clark County

Priority #4
FTA & ODOT Transit
Operating Assistance

TCC has obtainedadditionalobligatingauthorityand an advanceof funds in

cooperationwith ODOTto advancethe Lake Avenuereconstructionprojec~ As
projects have advanced,programmedcost estimateshavebeen revisedconsider-

ably higher -- Villa Road, Lake Avenue,GerlaughRoad engineering,Leffel

Lane engineering,and BechtleAvenueinterconnectengineeringcosts were all

increasedin FY96 and consumedboth federal-aidfunds and obligatingauthor-

ity. Additionalobligatingauthoritywill be neededin FY97 to advanceboth the

US 40 signal system intercomect and PhaseI of the MitchellBoulevard
reconstruction. It is estimatedthat $410,000in additionalobligatingauthority

will be needed. TCC will work with ODOTand the ODOT/OARCpolicy for

sharing obligatingauthority.

The seeondpriority is to reviewthe scopeand cost estimate for LeffelLane and

to developa fimncing plan for this high cost projectrelativeto availablefederal

funds. No new projectsusing MPO atrnbutableSTP fundswill be added to the

TIP until fundingfor LeffelLane is accomplished. In addition,LeffelLane and

Red Coach Drive havebeen movedto “planstatus”for purposesof fiscal

balance. In some instances,ODOThas allowedsmall MPO’sto spend ahead to

accomplisha high cost project. (Previously,fundingfor LeffelLane had been

planned for by using STP fundsattributedto the CountyEngineers’Association.

However, in the CEAOSrecent TIP, only $1,000,000was programmedfor

Leffel Lane construction.) Effortswill continueto makefinal fundingarrange-

ments for LeffelLane.

The third priority for FFY 97 is to participatewith the Ohio Rail Development

Commission, the Ohio Departmentof Transportation,the West CentralOhio

Port Authority,and others if neededto acquireor improvethe GrandTrunk

WesternRailroad in Clark County. The TCC reserved$2,165,000in CMAQ

funding for eligible projectson April 12, 1996. However,ODOT sponsorshipto

obtain CMAQcertificationand ODOTobligatingauthoritywill be required to

make the funds availableas part of an innovativefinancingplan.

Lastly, FFY97 will likelybe one of changein federal-aidprogramsand funding

policies as both the US Departmentof Transportationand the Ohio Department

of Transportationcontinuereorganizationand fiscalconstraintsimpact the
program of projects. Continuationof WA and ODOTtransitassistanceover the

four yearperiod coveredby the TIP is a majorconcern. Phaseout or significant

reductionsin federaland stateaid wouldseriouslyimpact thebasic level of

serviceoperatedby SpringfieldCity k Transit. Due to the uncertaintyof
future federal funding, federaloperatingassistanceis being held constant
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Transportation Improvement Program Introduction

throughoutthe fouryear period. State operatingassistance is being held at

SFY96 formulalevels.

Project selectwn and TIP projectsare selectedby the Ohio Departmentof Transportation,local
prioritisation governmentsand transportationproviders in cooperationwith the TCC.

Prioritizationof projects is accomplishedthrougha coordinatedeffort among all

parties to advanceprojects preserving the existing system, relievingcongestion

and promotingeconomicdevelopment. Readiness to proceedand financial

capacityare key factors.

The projects identifiedin this TIP have been prioritizedby year in cooperation

with the implementingagencies. No projects have experienceda change of

priorityor completeda major stage toward implementationof the Year2005

Long RangePlan.

Existing fizcilities are The existing transportationfacilities are being adequatelyoperatedand main-
being adequately tainedat this time. In 1995,approximately$9,000,000 was spent by the City of
operated and
maintained Springfield($3,500,000)and the Clark County Engineer’soffice ($4,000,000)

for maintainanceand operations and approximately$1,500,000 in OPWC-

assistedprojects. 100%of these funds wereapplied to operationsand mainte-

nance. There wereno capacity adding projects in 1995. Continuedfundingat

existingor higherlevels and improveddeliveryof projem to constructionis

needed to maintainand improve the level of serviceon transportationfacilities

in Clark County.

Cooperatively
prepared and
jinanced

This repmt was preparedin cooperationwith the Federal HighwayAdministra-
tion, the FederalTransit Administration,the Ohio Departmentof Transportation,
the Ohio Public WorksCommission, the West Central Ohio Port Authority,
publicly-ownedtransitand rail freight serviceproviders, and the local gover-
nmentsof Clark County, Ohio.

The preparationand publication of this documentwas financedcooperativelyby
the Federal HighwayAdministration,the Federal Transit Administration,the
Ohio Departmentof Transportation,Clark County, the West CentralOhio Port
Authority,and the City of Springfield,Ohio. The contents of this report do not

necessarilyreflect the ofilcial views or policies of the United StatesDepartment

of Transportation. This report does not constitutea standard, specification,or
regulation.
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Transportation Improvement Program Codes

PIIJ

ODOTProjectIdentifier

Countv-RoutA3ection

Locationof project

mme of Funds

BR Bridge Replacementand Rehabilitation

CAG CongestionMitigation & Air Quality
CM CongestionMitigation & Air Quality

DPR ISTEA DemonstrationProgram Funding

IM InterstateMaintenance

NH National HighwaySystem

STP SurfaceTransportationProgram
C-STP County-SurfaceTransportationProgram

TE TransportationEnhancementProgram

s State Funds

L LocalFunds

Federal/Local Shares

80/20

100/0
80/20

80/20

90/10

Phase of Work

P Preliminmy Engineering
R Right-of-wayAcquisition
c Construction

State Fiscal Year

FY1997 July1,1996-June 30,1997
FY1998 July1,1997- June30,1998
FY1999 July1,1998-June 30,1999
FY2000 July1,1999- June30,2000

Federal Fiscal Year

FY1997 October1,1996- September30,1997
FY1998 October1,1997- September30,1998
FY1999 October1,1998- September30,1999
FY2000 October1,1999- September30,2000

80/20
Other Codes

80/20
80/20

80120

N Not Funded or Not Applicable
x Funds Obligated

Air Oualitv

x Project included in ConformityAnalysis

Clark County - Sprin@Ield Ikansportation Study Page 8





















Transportation Improvement Program Status of Funds

Surface ‘Ikansportation Program
FFY 1997- FFY 2000-

Allocation thru ~96

Obligated through4/1/96

AvailableBalance for FFY96

ProjeetedAllocations

FFY 97

FIT 98

FFY 99

FFY 2000

Federal-aidFunds Available

Funds subject to lapse on

September30,1996

Total Funds Available (3)

MPO’S

“STP”

FUNDS (1]

$3,565,668

$2,315,187

$1350,481

$914,000

$914,000

$914,000

$914,000

$4,906,481

-o-

$11,068,435

MPO’S

“MA”

FUNDS

$2231,814

$1,460503

$771,311

$38,00C

$38,00C

$38,000

$38,(XX

$923,311

-o-

MPO’S

“CM”

FUNDS (2)

$2,848,643

$90,000

$2,758,643

$620,00Q

$620,0MI

$620,000

$620,000

$5338,643

-o-

MPO’S

TOTAL

FUNDS

$8,646,125

3,865,690

$4,780,435

$1,572,000

$1,572,000

$1372,000

$1,572,000

$11,068,435

-o-

(1)

(2)

(3)

“MPO’s“S’IT”includesDSB/RF funds. Allocationsand obligationsfrom ODOTreport dated l/30P6

and updated through4/1/96.

CMAQ allocationsand obligationsfromODOTreport dated 2/27/96 and updated through4/lP6.

Includes STP, MA, and CM funds.
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Transportation Improvement Program MPO’S Expenditures

STP/MA/CMAQ FUNDS

PID PROJECT

15012

7674

14679

14031

Ilm

11919

11920

14039

Bechtle AvenueInterconnect

GerlaughRoad (’IT?6)

Leffel Lane (’I’R224)

John Street

Lake Avenue

Mitchell Boulevard

Ozone Action Days Project
Rail Freight Project

Red Coach Drive

US 40-11.70 Interconnect

SubtotalAll MPG Funded Projects

Less Plan Status Projects

14679 Leffel Lane

Rail Freight Project

11920 Red Coach Drive

MPG’sPlanned Expendituresby Year

L

BAL.

FFY96 FFY97 FFY98 FFY99 FFY2000

-o-

-o-

-o-

-o-

$2,769,000

-o-

$16,000

$2,165,000

-o-

-o-

$4,949,000

-o-

$2,165,000

-o-

-o-

-o-

-o-

-o-

-o-

$904,000

-o-

-o-

-o-

$1,040,000

$1,944,000

-o-

-o-

-o-

$850,000

$40,000

$728,000

$624,(KN

-o-

-o-

-o-

-o-

$64,000

-o-

$2,306,000

$728,0(X3

-o-

$64,000

-o-

$904,000

$4,200,000

-o-

-o-

-o-

-o-

-o-

$6MWO0

-o-

$5,704,000

$Qoo,ooo

-o-

$600,000

-o-

-o-

-o-

-o-

. -o-

-o-

-o-

-o-

-o-

-o-

-o-

-o-

-o-

-o-

$2,785,000 $1,944,000 $1,514,000 $904,000 -o-

GerlaughRoad project deffered from FFY98 to FFY99 for fiscal balance. Leffel Lane,Rail Freigh~

and Red Coach Driveprojects placed in “plan”status for fiscal balance.
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Transportation Improvement Program Fiscal Balance

STP/MA FUNDS

CARRY STP/MA AVAILABLE PLANNED BALANCE
FORWARD ALLOCATION FUNDING EXPENDITURES REMAINING

(1)

FFY96 $2,021,792 -o- $2,021,792 $2,769,000 [$747,2081
FFY97 [$747,2081 $952,000 $204,792 $904,000 [$699,208]

FFY98 [$699,208] $952,000 $252,792 $664,000 [$411,2081
FFY99 [$411,2081 $952,0W $540,792 $904,m [$363,2081
FFY2000 [$363,2081 $952,000 $588,792 -o- $588,792

CMAQ FUNDS

CARRY CMIAQ AVAILABLE PLANNED BALANCE

FORWARD ALLOCATION FUNDING EXPENDITURES REMAINING

(2)

FFY96 $2,758,643 -o- $2,758,643 $16,000 $2,742,643

FFY97 $2,742,643 $620,000 $3,363,643 $1,040,000 $2,322,643

FFY98 $2,322,643 $620,000 $2,942,643 $850,000 $2,092,643

FFY99 $2,092,643 $620,000 $2,712,643 -o- $2,712,643

lm’2ooo $2,712,643 $620,000 $3332,W3 -o- $3,332,643

(1) STP/MAallocation includesDSB/RF funds. Allocationsfrom ODOTreportdated l/30/96.

(2) CMAQallocations from ODOTreportdated 2/22/96.

(3) See page21no@ #3 fordiscussion regtiding fiwdbalanw of S~~Afun&. See Appendixfor fiscal
amlysis worksheetbased on state fiscalyears.
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Transportation Improvement Program Obligation Ceiling

STP/MA/CMAQ FUNDS

PLANNED OBLIGATION [OVER]/UNDER

EXPENDITURES CEILING CEILING

FFY96 $2,785,000 (1) $0 (2) [$2,014,000]
FFY97 $1,944,000 $1,534,000 [$41O,OOO]
FFY98 $1514,000 $1,534,000 $20,000
FFY99 $904,000 $1,534,000 $630,000
FFYoo -o- $1,534,000 $1,534,000

(1)

(2)

As of April 1, 1996;

MA balance applied; MA funds not subjat to obligationceiling.

(3) TheODOT Office of Project Coordinationassists MPOs havingless than 200,000populationby
providing ODOT obligatingauthority and state’sSTP fundingto allow “highcost”projects to advance

to construction. On a programbasis, ODOThas determinedthat the eight small MPO’sare within

obligation ceiling and fundingconstraints.

On April 11, 1996,ODOTDistrict 7 reportedthe preliminaryfinalcost estimate for Lake Avenue (PID

11000)to TCC staff. The preliminaryfinal estimate increasedthe federal share to $2,768,000,an

increaseof $734,000 in additional M-STPover the previousFY9ci99 TIP. The Lake Avenueadjust-

ment together with modificationsor revisionsfor other M-STPprojects since the last TIP (see Appen-

dix - Budget RevisionsRoster) has caused the estimatedcosts to exceedTCC’Savailableresources,

which were revised downwardsince the last TIP from $1,170,000annually to $952,000amually or

$872,000 less over the four year TIP period.

On April 18, 1996,ODOTDistrict 7 and TCC staffs met and consultedwith ODOTFinanceand the

ODOT Office of Project Coordination. As a result of the consultation,ODOT will provide its STP

funding and obligationauthority to allow Lake Avenueto advanceto a July 31,1996 sale. The

additional STP fundingprovidedby ODOTto cover the shortfallis consideredan advanceof future

TCC allocations. The advance is recoveredby ODOTover theFFY97-FFY99period,based on the

projectedannual TCC allocationsand still allowingseveralotherM-STP programmedprojects to

advance.

For FFY97, TCC will obtain obligating authorityfrom ODOTor through the ODOT/OARCpolicy for

borrowingobligating authority to advancethe projects.
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Transportation Improvement Program Air Quality

Clean Air Act The Clean Air Act, as amended,requiresthe TCC to determinethat the TIP is in
Amendments of 1990 conformitywith the Ohio State ImplementationPlan for the attainmentof the

Natioml AmbientAir Quality Standards.

Air Quality Planning The Miami ValleyRegionalPlanningCommission(MVRPC)and the Clark County -
Process led by SpringfieldTransportationCoordinatingCommittee have agreedthat the MVRPC
MVRPC

shall serveas the lead agencyin the Dayton-Springfieldozone non-attainmentarea

for purposesof air qualityplanningin cooperationwith the Ohio Environmental

ProtectionAgency,the RegionalAir Pollution Control Agency,the Ohio Department

of Transportation,and the TCC. The TCC participatedin the developmentof the

State ImplementationPlan and the RedesignationPlan that was submittedby

November 12, 1993and later approved. There are no transportationcontrol mea-

sures identifiedfor Clark County in the State ImplementationPlan.

Quantitative Analysis The Ohio Departmentof Transportation performed the technicalquantitative
by ODOT analysis using TCCS modelnetworkby comparing the TIP-build versus no-build

scenariosagainst the 1990model networkbase year. Resulrsof the quantitative

analysis must show that the TIP-buildscenariowill decreasepollutant emissions of

hydrocarbonsand oxides of nitrogen. The followingTIP projectswill add capacity

to the network.

Location ProjectDescription Length

Red CoachDrive (Man) new two lane roadway 0.20 miles

LeffelLane (Plan) widento five lanes 3.54 miles

Belmont Ave. (local) widen to four lanes 0.79 miles

The Leffel Lane projectmaybe reducedin scope to be mostly a maintenanceproject.

All other projeetscontainedin the TIP are exempt from the analysis.
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Transportation Improvement Program Air Quality

Clark County-Springfield
TIP Quantitative Analysis Results

Vehicle Miles Hydrocarbons NOX

Description Traveled Tons/Day TondDay

1997 Milestone 4,325,626 6.529 11.035

2005 TIP’’Build” 3,887,559 3.115 5.829

LRP on 2005 TIP out year 3,887,559 3.115 5.829
network

2015 TIP/LRP “Build 4~13,095 2.506 5.196

Mobile Source

1990Emissions Budget 14.85 13.35
2005 Emissions Budget 3.492 6.954
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fiansportation Improvement Program

Prevwusly The followingprojects were found to conformin the FY94-97 TIP and are now a
Conformed Projects part of the base case for the purposeof air quality conformityanalyses.

TIP
Conformity

Year PID Location NEPA Approval

FY1994 14031 John Street * No
FY1994 11919 Mitchell Boulevard * No
FY1994 11920 Red Coach Drive No
FY1994 7537 Villa Road * Yes
FY1994 9319 TR 224 LeffelLane No
FY1994 8410 U.S. 68-15.19 No

* The scope of the project was reduced to maintenancesubsequentto the

conformitydeterminationbeing made.
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City of Springfield The projects listed below are of significantimportanceto the City of Springfieldbut

am not programmeddue to the lack of Local, Stateand/or Federal funds. If addi-
tional funds are available,certainprojectsmay be programmedin the next four year

Roadway Wi&ningsl
Reconstructions

New Construction

Bridge
Rehabilitations
Replacements

plan.

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

Belmont Avenuefrom MitchellBlvd. to HomeRoad

McCreightAvenuefrom St. Paris Pike to MurrayStreet

SelmaRoad from SpringStreet to Sunset Avenue

Mkacle Mile from MitchellBlvd. to HomeRoad

Pleasant St. from Spring St. to Yellow SpringsSt.

BechtleAvenueextension

(CorridorStudy completed)

PumphouseRoad bridge over BeaverCreek
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Transportation Improvement Program Projects Not Funded

Clark County The pro@s listedbelow are of significant importanceto the Clark County Engineer

but are not programmeddue to the lack of Local, State and/or Federal funds. If

additional funds are available,eemainprojects maybe programmedin the next four

yearplan.

Roadway Wi&ningsl ●
Reconstructions +

+

+

+

+

New Construction

Signal Upgrades/
Installations

Upper ValleyPike ffom U.S. 40 to Shrine Road

Villa Road from S.R. 72 to DerrRd.

Bird Road from S.R. 40 to S.R. 41

Eagle City Road from S.R. 72 to St. Paris Pike

BurnettRoad from SCL Springfield to Leffel Lane

MiddleUrbana Road

Bechtle Avenueextension

(Corridor Study completed)

Interchangeat 1-70and BurnettRoad

(Study planned for FY97)

Lower Valley P&e & SpanglerRoad

Upper ValleyPike & St. Paris Pike

Spnngfield-XeniaRoad& Possum Road

MoorefleldRoad& RidgewoodRoad East
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Transportation Improvement Program Public Transportation

Program of Projects
for public transit and
paratransit services

+ Capital
+ Operating
+ Planm”ng

Funding through FTA
and ODOT

Local planning
efforts support the
TIP

The public transportationprogramfor the SpringfieldUrbanizedArea during the

next four years is presentedon the exhibits that follow. The Transportation

Improvementprogramincludescapital, operating,and planningassistanceprojects

for transit and complementaryparatransit servicesprovidedby SpringfieldCity

Area Transit (SCAT)for the City of Springfield. It also includes the FTA Elderly

and Persons with DisabilitiesProgram for elderlyand disabledresidents of Clark

county.

The City of Springfieldis the recipientof the capital,operating,and planning

assistance funds. In turn, the City franchisesthe operationof SCAT f~ed route

servieespursuant to the Chy’s Private SectorParticipationPolicy adopted August

8,1989. The franchiseeleases the city-ownedbuses and facilities. The City
“passes through”planningassistancegrants to the ClarkCounty - Springfield

TransportationCoordinatingCommittee.

The Inter-modalSurfaceTransportationEfficiencyAct of 1991provides federal-

aid funding for transit throughthe UrbanizedArea Formulaprogram (formerly

Section 9). ODOTprovidesfunding through its Ohio Public TransportationGrant

program with both formulaand discretionaryfunding. The Elderly and Disabled

Transit Fare AssistanceProgramalso provides state fundingfor transit.

The Transit DevelopmentPlan and the ADAPlan for ComplementaryParatransit

Services serveas theplanning documents to support the TIP document, Also, a

local service coordinationprogramamong social agenciesis used to plan for the

FTA Elderly and Personswith DisabilitiesProgram grantaward towards the

purchase of paratransitvehiclesby private, non-profitecxporationsserving elderly

and disabled persons in Clark County, especiallythose outside the SCAT service

area.
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Transportation Improvement Program Public lkansportation

Financial
Capacity

The transitprogramof projects reflects financialcapacityplanning by the City of

Springfield,the SpringfieldBus Company,and the TransportationCoordinating

Committee. Federaland state fundingsourcesare experiencingextremepressure to

decreasetheir levelof ptuticipationin transi~ Beeauseof this, current funding

levels havebeen used as expectedmaximumsfor the scope of this report. FfAJ

ODOTreductionor eliminationof operatingassistancewould cause considerable

financialhardshipto the SCAT system. Provisionsof ISTEAallow transferability

of SurfaceTransportationProgramand CongestionMitigation Air Quality funding

to transitcapitalprojeets if existing federaltransit funding would be insufficientto

meet state-wideneeds.

ACCESS OHIO The ACCESSOHIO transportationplanningprocess is expeeted to address the
Transportation
Plan

uncertaintyin ODOTfundingof state companiongrants. ODOT matchinggrantsare

currentlyfundedfrom generalrevenuesof the State of Ohio rather than a stable,

dedieatedsource. Possible shortfallsin state fundingmust be offset by local funds

providedby usersor the City of Springfield. The ODOT SoftmatchCredit Program

was used to provide 100%federalfundingfor the City’splanned bus purchasein

calendaryear 1995.Presently, the four yearprogramis within the financialcapacity

of the City of Springfield.

Level of Transit Five new 30 buses will be placed in fixedroute serviceby the summerof 1997.
Service changes These buses will be fully ADA accessibleand will complete the curmt vehicle

replacementprogram. The City has bought two vans through ODOT’Scooperative

purchasingprogram. With this purchase,rheCity will have a total of four

paratransitvehiclesthat will be used for SCATcomplementaryparatransitserviee

under ADA.

Limited Saturdayserviceand/or extendedhoursof servicecontinues to k reviewed.

SCAT effortsaimedat makingprogress towardmeeting its goal for generating

revenueon the system and in controllingcostswill continue.
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llansportation Im~rovement Prow-am Public ‘lkans~ortation

Private Sector
Program

TIP consistent
with TDP and
ADA plan.

The City of Springfieldand the Clark County - SpringfieldTransportationCoordi-

nating Committeehave policies with regard to private sectorparticipationin the

transit program. The policiesprovide“maximum feasibleopportunity”to private

operatorsin contractingtransit servicesand in planning transit improvements. The

tmnsit operatoris a memberof the Clark County - SpringfieldTransportation

CoordinatingCommittee.

The policy provides for the solicitationof proposals when significantnew or

restructuredservicestue planned. Peridlc reviews of the franchiseagreementare

madeby the City of Springfield.

The programof projectsrecommendedfor funding in the TranspcxationImprove-

ment Programis consistentwith the Transit DevelopmentPlan and the ADAPlan for

ComplementaryParatmnsitServices.
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Transportation Improvement Program Public Transportation

I

I

Amount
of

State Funding

Amount
of

Local Funding

Total
Project

cost

Source of Amount
of

hderal Funding

Planning Documentation
Located InFederal

Funding

)DOT iG- Other

Year
Description of Improvement

Docummt TMe

SminMleld Smintileld

30 7.25Vehiclefortransportationof
elderlyand/ordisabledpersons.

37.5

I
I
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Transportation Improvement Program Public Transportation

OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPRO~MENT PROGRAM
TRANSIT

CAPITAL ~PROVEMENTS
,.

1998 Fiscal Year (Thousands of D@ars) beginning July 1, 1997

Agency Responsible Total Source of
Recepient of Funds

Amount Amount
for Project

Amount Planning Documentation
Project Federal of of of Lacated In

Implementation cost Funding Federal Funding State Funding Local Funding

~ : ~
FTA ODOT Other Tax Other

Description of Improvement
~ ~ g 1 & g ~ ~ Year Docunmt ‘ride
a : ~ ~ Q Q

2 $ s

Sm’inMleld Smingtield

Spare Parts x 7.80 x 6.24 .780 .780 1995 TDP
(4) Sets replacement tires

Contingency .78 .624 .078 .078
Administration J ~ .~ .~

Total 8.73 6.984 .873 .873 1
I
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Transportation Improvement Program Public Transportation

I
Amount

of
State Funding

Asssount
of

Local Funding

Agency Responsible
Recepient of Funds for Project

Implementation

Totni
Project

cost

Source of Amount
of

%derni Funding

Planning Documentation
Federai
Funding

Located In

Other)DOT

Description of Improvement
Yearo

c
Pu

Documnt Titie

SminMield St)rindleld

Engine/Transmission

Overhaul
SpareParts

14,00

35.00

4,90

0,90

54.80

11.20

28.00

3.92
0.72

1.40

3.50

.49

.09

5.48

1995 TDP1.40

3.50

.49

.09

5.48

Contingency
Administration

4

I

Total 43.84
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Transportation Improvement Program Appendix

Air Quality Conformity

Public InvolvementProcess

Fiscal Analysis
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TABLEC-4
DAYTONISPRINGETELDAIRQUALITYCONFORMH’Y

I VEHICLE MILESTRAVELED ~ HYDROCARBONS (HC) i NITROGENOXIDES (NOx)

(vMT) Cons/day tmdday

Clark Clark Clark
Co.V5pringfield Co.Wpringllelff Co.Springfield

M-VRPC TCC MVRPC TCC TCC

2005TIP 22,418,698 3,8S7,559 24.251 3.115 25.321 S.829
,,Bu~d,O

i

TOTAL ) 27.366 31.150

2015 24,529,956 4,213,095 20,788 %506 23.845 5.196
t{B@d?l

TOTAL 23.294 29.041
I

MobileSource 27.39 I 4.31 3L6Q I 7.80

200SEmissionsBudget 31.700 39.400

Tbiu datawastakenfromOEPA md ODOTdoament.ntioo, which k iacluded m Apprmih C followiog this table.

For complete documentation regarding air quality in the Dayton-Springfield area,
see the Addendum to the MVRPC’S FY 1997–FY 2000 TIP.

T!
10
0

MIAMIVALLl$~ REOfONALPLANNING COMMISSION



05/14/96 ‘lWFi 10:43 FAX 513 223 9750 N.V.R.P.C. @loo3

2. Background providing a brief history on the MPO and its involvement in the air quality

process.

a, Date of SIP submission and s~atus

- Redesignation Plan submitted 11/5/93, became effective date 7/5/95

- NOX waiver effketive date 2/21/95 (Federal Register 3760) rescinded by revision in conformity

rule 11/7/95 (Federal Register 40098)

- Maintenance period for ozone

b. Attainment for all NtUQS

c. no specified TCMS in SIP

d. CMAQ projects noted in Tables 4.2 and 5,4.A.1. of the TIP.

e. following arc copies of Memorandums of Understanding

1) -andum of _tand ing- The Ohio Environme- on-tecti v.The

Miami V . .
in “ nal “~ution u

A&=%

2) )Aemo~ f Unders~k CO* . Sprirwf@d Tram-on Studv

and The M&@ Vallev R- PkmnirwC~ “ sion

54 MLWI VALLEYREGIONAL PLANNING COMMISS1ON



INPUT VALUES

1 3 4 5 6
l23456789Ol23456789:l23456789Ol23456789Ol23456789Ol23456789Ol23456789:l23456789:

ID,CLARX COUNTY XPUS VMT EXPANDED AND FUTURE YEAR POLLUTANT BURDENS ESTIMATED
ID, CRG 01MAR96
ID,CLARX COUNTY

4 7 12 15 25
1.029 1.027 1.024 1.023 1.032 1.000 1.020 1.019 1.017 1.011 1.010
1.007
929900 211240 17690 433720 126970 253430 321870 66350 371390 279420
128560 317750
1.020 1.093 1.136 1.259 1.426 1.498 1.005 1.034 1.963 1.896 1.861
1.862
3.969 3.137 1.748 1.818 1.583 1.325 1.696 1.406 1.314 1.533 1.338
1.261
0.676 0.747 0.730 0.814 0.910 0.933 0.647 0.651 1.226 1.200 1.166
1.161
2.787 2.226 1.210 1.263 1.089 0.896 1.167 0.955 0.981 1.051 0.906
0.052
0.567 0.636 0.595 0.665 0.737 0.743 0.530 0.524 0.972 0,963 0.927
0.921
2.409 1.932 1.038 1.084 0.933 0.761 0.997 0.810 0.754 0.895 0.766
0.719
0.444 0.508 0.445 0.500 0.551 0.539 0.400 0.383 0.705 0.713 0.676
0.668
1.989 0.602 0.844 0.882 0.758 0.611 0.800 0.648 0.605 0.724 0.613

.-> 0.574. .
01

A
w 02

06
07
08
09
11
12
14
16
17
19

INTERSTATE
PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL
141NOR ARTERIAL
MAJOR ARTERIAL
MINORCOLLECTOR
LOCAL
INTERSTATE
FREEWAYIEl@RESSwAY
PRINCIPALARTERIAL
MINORARTERIAL
COLLECTOR
LOCAL



CLARRCOUNTY

FUNCTIONAL
CLASSIFICATION

RURAL
01
02
06
07
08
09

INTERSTATE
PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL
MINOR ARTERIAL
MAJOR ARTERIAL
MINORCOLLECTOR
LOCAL

11 INTERSTATE
12 FREEWAY/ltXPRBSSWAY
14 PRINCIPALARTERI~
16 MINORARTERIAL
17 COLLECTOR
19 LOCAL

ToTAL

CLARRCOUNTY

:> I FUNCTIONAL
CLASSIFICATION

~
RURAL
ol INTERSTATE
o~ PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL
06 MINOR ARTERIAL
07 MAJOR ARTERIAL
08 MINOR COLLECTOR
09 LOCAL

11 INTERSTATE
12 FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY
14 PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL
16 MINOR ARTERIAL
17 COLLECTOR
19 LOCAL

ToTAL

YEAR 2005

HPMS GROWTH
1990 FACTOR
Vm PER YEAR

929900
211240
17690

433720
126970
253430

321870
66350

371390
279420
128560
317750

3458290

1.029
1.027
1.024
1.023
1.032
1.000

1.020
1.019
1.017
1.011
1.010
1.007

YEAR 2015

HPMS GROWTH
1990 FAC~R
VMT PER YEAR

929900 1.029
211240 1.027
17690

433720
126970
253430

321870
66350

371390
279420
128560
317750

3458290

1.024
1.023
1.032
1.000

1.020
1.019
1.017
1.011
1.010
1.007

2005
VMT

1334407
296792
24058

583353
187915
253430

418430
05259

466094
325524
147843
351113

4474218

2015
VMT

1604078
353826
28304
683109
228545
253430

482804
97066

529230
356260
160699
373356

5151507

Voc
2005 POLLUTANT

VOC E? BURDEN
GM/kiX TONS/DAY

0.567 0.834
0.636 0.208
0.595 0.016
0.665 0.428
0.737 0.153
0.743 0.208

0.530 0.244
0.524 0.049
0.972 0.499
0.963 0.346
0.927 0.151
0.921 0.356

3.492

2015 POL&NT
Voc EP BURDEN
GM/MI TONS/DAY

0.444 0.785
0.50s 0.198
0.445 0.014
0.500 0.377
0.551 0.139
0.539 0.151

0.400 0.213
0.383 0.041
0.705 0.411
0.713 0.280
0.676 0.120
0.668 0.275

3.003

2005
NOX EF
QM/MI

2.409
1.932
1.038
1.084
0.933
0.761

0.997
0.810
0.754
0.895
0.766
0.719

2015
NOX EF
QM/MI

1.989
0.602
0.844
0.882
0.758
0.611

0.808
0.648
0.605
0.724
0.613
0.574

NOX
POLLUTANT

BURDEN
TONS/DAY

3.543
0.632
0.028
0.697
0.193
0.213

0.460
0.076
0.387
0.321
0.125
0.270

6.954

NOX
POLLUTANT

BVRDBN
TONS/DAY

3.517
0.235
0.026
0.664
0.191
0.171

0.430
0.070
0.353
0.284
0.109
0.236

6.286



SUMMARY OF PUBLIC COMMENTS

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

The draft Transportation Improvement Program was submitted to
local and state clearinghouses for Intergovernmental Review.
Clearance has been granted by letter dated May 10, 1996, a copy
of which is included in the Appendix.

SAI Number: 0H960313-C842-20 .998

TIP INSPECTION

The revised draft Transportation Improvement Program was made
available for public inspection from April 8 through May 22,
1996 at the TCC office in Springfield City Hall, the City of New
Carlisle Municipal Building, the Enon Village Hall and the South
Charleston Village Hall. Public legal notice was given twice in
the Springfield News-Sun and once in the New Carlisle Sun. A
popular advertisement was published twice in the Springfield
News-Sun. A news release was distributed to local media, to TCC
members, township clerks and village managers. Copies of the
news release were provided to the Clark County Access Management
Study’s team members. A notice ran on the local cable access
channel. Copies of the notices, ads, and news release are
included in the Appendix.

No one inspected the draft TIP and no comments were received at
any of the four locations.

An “Open House” public information meeting was held on April 11,
1996 from 2:00 to 7:00 PM. in the Forum Conference Room, in
Springfield City Hall at 76 East High Street in downtown
Springfield.



Eighteen persons attended

Citizens
SCAT Staff
TCC Staff
Spfld.City
ODOT Staff

Coanuent Received

the meeting:

9
1
5

Staff 2
1

A written comment was received from a citizen requesting a copy
of the 1997-2000 TIP when it is finalized.

Reply:

A 1997-2000 Final TIP will be mailed to the citizen when it
becomes available.

Comment Received

One citizen requested a copy of the Final 1997-2000 TIP document
and a copy of the current adopted TCC Planning work Program, Long
Range Transportation Plan and Public Involvement Process.

Reply:

These documents will be forwarded to the individual when the
1997-2000 TIP is finalized.

Comment Received

One citizen attendant asked about the Route 68 Comector project.

Reply:

TCC staff indicated the proposed locations of the Project on the
map . Staff explained this is a multi-year, phased project with
Phase I presently scheduled to be constructed in the year 1999
with ISTEA demonstration funding.



A citizen and his wife requested information about the Gerlaugh
Road reconstruction.

Reply:

The location of the Gerlaugh Road reconstruction was given to the
couple who lives in the vicinity. They were referred to the
Clark County Engineer’s Office for in-depth design information
about the project.

Comment Received

Clark County Park District personnel inquired about the status of
the Buck Creek Bikeway and the Little Miami Bikeway, Part II.

Reply:

The status of the two Clark County bikeway projects was discussed
by TCC Staff with Clark County Park District persomel.

STIP/TIP REVIEW

ODOT District 7 also had the Transportation Improvement Program
available for public inspection at its Sidney Office pursuant to
the STIP review process. For more information, see the STIP.

The TCC made the STIP/TIP available for public inspection from
April 11 through lfay22, 1996. Comments were directed to ODOT
Central Office Bureau of Planning.

TCC staff participated in the ODOT District 7 STIP/TIP open house
public information meeting on April 18, 1996, which was held in
the Conference Room at District 7’s Office in Sidney, Ohio.



TAC MEETING

The revised draft Transportation Improvement Program was reviewed
on March 22, 1996 with the Transportation Advisory Committee of
the TCC. The meeting was held in Sidney at 9:30 a.m. at the
District Offices for the convenience of Distri,ct personnel. No
public or media attended.

ODOT Staff
‘ICCStaff
Springfield

Those attending were: -

6
2

Staff 2

The final Transportation Improvement Program will be presented at
the TCC meeting on June 14, 1996 for review and approval. Public
notice will be given by sending the meeting agenda to local
media.



STATE CLEARINGHOUSE
State of Ohio - Office of Budget and Management

MAY1‘i’ 1996

30 EAST BROAD STREET ● 34TH FLOOR ● COLUMBUS, OHIO 43266-0411 ● (614) 466-0697/ 0698

May 10, 1996

CLARK CO-SPRINGFIELD TRANSPIRATION COOR CMTE
76 EAST HIGH STREET, CITY HALL
SPRINGFIELD, OH, 45502-

ATTENTION: LARRY W. HIMES, ASST DIR PHONE: 513-324-7751

RE: STATE APPLICATION IDENTIFICATION (SAI) NUMBER: 0H960313-C842-20.998
TITLE: TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: CLARK COUNTY, FYl 997-2000 TRANSPIRATION IMPROVEMENT

PROGRAM, START DATE 07/96, 12 MONTHS DURATION,
DRAFT MATERIAL

PROPOSED FEDERAL FUNDING: $0

The State Clearinghouse has processedthe acmlicationfor the above identified cwoposalthat is covered bv
Presidential Executive Order 12372 and/or Gubernatorial Executive Order authorized under Ohio Revised Code,
Section 107.18(A). As a result of our review we have determined that vour application appears to be consistent
with State and/or local Plans. Programs,and objectives. However, if there are comments attached, the applicant
will need to address them before their proposal is considered for funding.

If the funding agencv is not listed below as receivina a COPV of this letter, then the applicant is responsible
for forwarding all informationto the fundin~ aaencv. UDon clarificationof comments, vou should Drovidethe
funding aoencv with a copy of our completion letter and any correspondenceto/from your agency regarding
those comments.

Be advised that the State Application Identification (SAI) Number, noted on the top of this letter, must appear
on any future correspondencerelating to this proposal.

The results of this review are valid for one vear. A continuationor renewal application must be submitted to
the State Clearinghouse and impacted area clearinghouse annuallv. An acmlicationnot submitted to the
funding aaencv or not funded one year after completion of this review, must be resubmittedto receive a valid
intergovernmental review.

Si ely,
yti

~M
Larrv W. eaver, Federal Funds Coordinator
Office of Budget and Management

cc Jim Cooper, Environmental Svcs, Dept of Transportation, Room 608, 25 S Front St.
Columbus, Ohio 43215

cc Carla Cefaratti, Deputv Director, Public Transportation, Dept of Transportation
25 S Front St., Room 716, Columbus, Ohio 43215

OEM 6000





NOTICE

CLARK COUNTY-SPRINGFIELD AREA

1997 - 2000
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PR~RAM
A~LABLE FOR PUBLIC INSPECTION

&
PUBLIC MEETING NOTICE

Notice is hereby given to all interested persons that the
proposed 1997-2000 ‘IYansportationImprovementProgram for the
Clark County area, includingthe cities of Springfield and New
Carlisle,will be available for public review and conment at the
followinglocationsd~ing normal business hours from April 8
tbrough April 19, 1996.

Document Inmection Locations

Clark County-SpringfieldTCC
SpringfieldCity *11, 2nd Floor
76 East High Street
Springfield,Ohio

City of New Carlisle
432 North Main Street
New Carlisle,Ohio

Village of South Charleston
35 South tiillicotheStreet
South Charleston,Ohio

Village of Enon
363 East Main Street
Enon, Ohio

ODOI’District Seven
1001 St. Mary’s Avenue
Sidney, Ohio

Federal-aid Tranmortation Proiects

The TransportationImprovementProgram lists highway, bridge,
traffic,transit, paratransit,bikeway, rideshare, enhancement
and other projects planned for the 1997-2000period that will be
partly financedwith federal-aidtransportationfunds.

Public Information Meetinq

To facilitatepublic review, the Clark County-SpringfieldTCC
will be holding an “open house” public informationmeeting on



Thursday, April 11, 1996 from 2:00 PM to 7:00 PM in the Forum
ConferenceRoom of SpringfieldCity Hall at 76 East High Street
in downtovm Springfield.

Facilitiesare accessible to persons with disabilities. Persons
requiring an interpreteror having specialneeds should call the
TCC office at 324-7751 or TDD 324-7380at least 24 hours prior to
the meeting.

(lmortunity to Cumnm t

Interestedpersons may corrnnenteither orally or in writing at the
public informationmeeting. Written comnentsmust be received by
the close of business on April 19, 1996. Written comnents may
also be suhitted at the document inspection locations, at the
public information meeting, or by mail/fax to:

~ W. Himes
Wsistant Director
Clark County-SpringfieldTCC
76 East Hiqh Street
Springfiel~,OH 45502

Phone 324-7751
328-3496

L% 324-7380

The Clark County-SpringfieldTransportationCmrdinating
Cormittee is the designatedmetropolitanplanning organization
for transportationin Clark County.

SpringfieldNew-Sun Ap# l&8
New Carlisle Sun



“J

NOTICE ‘
‘Clark County-SDrin9field funds.

area
1997-2000

Public Information

TRANSPORTATION
Meeting

PROVEMENT PROGR;”k ‘To facilitated Public r@-
AVAILABLE FOR PUBLIC Miew. fhe Clark CounW-

INSPECTION Springfield TCC will be
.,& PUBLIC MEETING ~g~g,n;:rm:+~:: Mb::;::

NOTICE
on Thursda

x;Notice is hereby given 30 1996 from ~ ~ p~;; 7;;tj
all interested Dersons that PM in the fomm ~onfer-
the Droposed ‘ 997-2000 ence Room of SpringfieldTransportation imDrOve- ‘CiW Hall ;: 76 East High
ment Program for the 1Street downtown
Clark COW* area, includ- Springfield. Facilities are
‘ng ‘he cities ‘f SDring-’ accessible to Dersons withfield and New cdkk, Will di$abili~eso- persons re.
“be available fOr DubliC re-’ ~uirlng ~nsD$#:lDref::e::
wew and comment at the having

~fO~OmW~lt19/O~~$sS durin9 should ~all the TCC office
hours at 324_775J or TDD 324-

! ;~~9$~il 8 through ADril 7380 at least 24 hours

; Dtkume;t
,nspection iDrier to the meetin9.

Locations (OoD~unity “to comment

! Clark CounC~-Springfield ~lNt@r@$t@d. D@rsons” may

1
Comment either oral!y *or

:1Springfield F:i~ Hall, I 2nd I~~r:~~~: a~:~ti:;b$;~

-. 76 East High Strkt ] ten comments mmt be
Springfield, Ohio ;received by the close of

:1 Citv of New Carlisle
,business on Awn 1%1996.
Written comments may

432 North Main Street also be $ubmiHed at me
New Carlisle, Ohio

Villa9a
document inspection loca-

South tions, at fhe Dublic in-
Charl%on formation meetin9, or by

. 35 South Chlllicothe Street mall/fax to
South Charleston, Ohio

Village of Enon’
Larrv W. Himes

363 East Main Street
Assistant Director.

Enon, Ohio
Clark COU+nCIc-SDrin9field

ODOT District Seven ‘ 76 East High Street
: 1001 St. Mary’s Avenue Springfield OH 45502
7 Sidney, Ohio Phone j24-7751

: Federal-aid Transvotiatlon FAX 328-3496

~~I.mcwovement TDD 324-7380
?r~ram The Clark CountY-SDrin9-

“sts ‘%%?’ b%!!iri%;; field Transportation CO-‘<fit, ‘ ordinatlng Committee IS
‘,

~~?c~%nt ‘fd%h~ ‘n-
the designated metroDoli-

other! tan planning organization

!
. oro ects Dlanned for the for transportation in Clark

199-2000 D@od that will
: be oartly financed with coun~”
* federal-aid transDortatiof7 ‘Drll 1$80-”1996” ““

SPRINGFIELDNEWS-SUN
SPRINGFIELDNEWSPAPERS,INC.

SPRINGFIELD, OHIO

AFFIDAVITOF PUBLICATION
State of Ohio, Clark County, 55:

Before me, the undersigned, a Notar Public in and for said

county, personally co
--AZ- 9

who being first duly sworn, says . ....he is agent of the

SPRINGFIELDNEWS-SUN, which .. .. he says is a news-
paper of general circulation in CZark County, and State of

Ohio, and . ... he further says that the advetiisement in the

7

c~eofa.d:.... Z4k#---- ..-

?

.ykyw... yxzK&..i&.. ..&. ...

....... . . . ... ........... ................................,+.-.-z ..------.,, ,... .
a copy of which ii hereto attached has been published in the

said SPRINGFIELDNEWS-SUN............ z tim& ,

+!Ay, /jqZg .... .. . . .viz.: .... . ... ~ ... .. . .. . . ........... .. .. . ... . ..

....... ....................... .. ......... . ....... ........... ................. ............. ........ .. ..

...................................... ... ..........----------.................. ......... . ... .... .. .

And ..... he futiher says thut the bona fide daily paid circula-
tion of the said SPRINGFIELD NEWS-SUN wasover
Twenty-five Thousand (%,@Xl) at the time the said advertise-
ment was published, and that the @e charged for same
ha not exceed the rates provided by the Ohio General
co&.

.................................

Stvorn to, before me and subscribed in my presence

.: :1



OPEN HOUSE”
PUBLIC
MEETING

-2000
TRANSPORTATION
IMPROVEMENT
PROGRAM

PUBLICREVIEW & COMMENT

Highways Bridges

Traffic Signals Transit Service

Paratransit Service Bikeways

Air Quality Rideshare Services

Planning Studies Enhancements

■ Thursday, April 11 2:00 pm -7:00 pm

Springfield City Hall
Forum Conference Room
76 East High Street
Springfield, Ohio

The Transportation Improvement Program is also available
for public inspection until Friday April 19th at the following
locations:

■ ~~~k~ty-Spring5eld TCC

76 EastHigh Street
Springfield

■ City of New Carlisle
432 N.Main Street

■ Villageof South Charleston
35 S. ChillecotheStreet

■ Villageof Enon
363 E. Main Street

For moreinformation,call theTransportationCoordinatingCom-
mittee (TCC) at 324-7751 during regular business hours.

Disabled persons with special needs to facilitate participation
should also call the TCC or TDD 324-7380 at least 24 hours
prior to the meeting. Meetingfacilities are accessible.



cl d

Transpor remittee

CHAIRMAN DIRECTOR
John W. Sesslar Walter A. Szczesny

VICE - CHAIRMAN
Robert Warren

City Hall ● 76 East High Street
Springfield, Ohio 45502

513-324-7751

ASSISTANT DIRECTOR
Larry W. Himes

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

(Formore information,call Larry W. Himes, Assistant Director,
Clark County-Springfield Transportation Coordinating Comnittee at
324-7753. )

PUBLIC MEETING ON FOUR YEAR TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PLAN

The Clark County-SpringfieldTransportationCoordinating
Cormnittee(TCC)will hold an “open house” public information
meeting on Thursdayf*ril 11 from 2:00 Pm ~til 7:00 Pm in the
Forum ConferenceRoom of SpringfieldCity Hall at 76 East High
Street in downtow Springfield.

At the meeting, interestedpersons will have the opportunityto
review and corrunenton the proposed four year Transportation
ImprovementProgram (TIP)for the area. The TIP lists the
planned roadway, bridge{ traffic, SCAT transit andADA
paratransitservices,blkeway, rides~re, transportation
enhancementand other projects that w1ll be partly financedwith
funding from the FederalHighmy Administration,Federal Transit
Administration,and the Ohio Department’ofTransportation.

~ng the projects listed in the TIP:

GerlaughRoad Reconstruction $1,380,000
Clark County SR 235 to Lower Valley SFY99

John Street Reconstruction $780,000
Springfield Clay St. to Selma Road SFY98

Leffel Lane Reconstruction/Widening $7,810,000
Clark County Spfld.-Xeniato Burnett Rd. SFY99

Mitchell Blvd. Reconstruction $1,130,000

Springfield Murray to N. Belmont SFY97

us 40 Resurfacing $3,500,000

ODOT From NB SR4 to SR72 SFY97

US 68 Comector New Construction $11,500,000
ODOT Clark/Champai~ line SFY99

MEMBERS t
JohnSaird SObcacile” William George +lem’iatsa I’fastsr

Maggie Samhiser HanyElliitt
Tom Junk JarnesMcCIwe C.WIll@mRudy Ned Weber

Tmothy GoShard L.EdvJmHop&ss Gene l(eliy Sob McKie Jane Scadl

Owsin Bart!ey Gera!d B. Eyink HerberlGreer W.DarrellHoward
SarahWiklman

Darryl Bauer Gordon FIea
Jc#mK!fxtetmsn Keti ONeill

LsonardHaftoog
James Sheehan

HaweyHowwd Char!esE.Koons Nancy Pence Madgs .SJ?ellhaas

RogsrSorchers Faye Flask Dale Henry Fred Hughes Matthew Kridlar Sob Phares Roost Taskett



IR 70 Repair/Resurfacing $9,275,000
ODOT SR72 to SR 41 SFY97

The TIP is also available for public inspectionuntil April 19 at
the TCC offices in City Hall as well as at the Municipal Building
in New Carlisle and the Village offices in Enon and South
Charleston.

The TIP is cooperativelyprepared and u@ated annually in
cooperationwith local and state officials and the operators of
publicly owned transit ans rail freight services. The TCC is the
metropolitanplarming organizationfor transportationin Clark
county. TCC membership consistsof local elected and appointed
officials,transportationprofessionalsand citizens.

The SCAT facilitiesare accessibleto persons with disabilities.
Persons requiring an interpreteror having special needs should
call the TCC office at 324-7751or TDD 324-7380 at least 24 hours
prior to the meeting.



5/13/96 BUDGET REVISIONS
FY96 VS. FY97

FUND FY96 TIP FY97TIP $ 0/0
PID PROJECT TYPE PHASE PROG. PROG. CHANGE CHANGE COMMENT

w, ---- . ..-. .- 1

m IFAQTUICH RTREET BRIDGE BR c $403;000 I
~11RRI13GF RR c $572.000 ]

I I I i 1 I I I
ALL PROJECTS\ $23,608,000 \ $36,368,742 I $12,760,742 I 54°AI

1 1

SUBTOTALM-STP $3,694,000 $5,123,742 $1,429,742 39%

14679 LEFFELLANE M-STP RAN $0 $728,000 $728,000 PLAN STATUS

14679 LEFFEL LANE M-STP c $0 $4,200,000 $4,200,000 PLAN STATUS

14679 LEFFEL LANE C-STP RNV&c $5,928,000 $1,000,000 ($4,928,000)
11920 RED COACH DRIVE M-STP RNV&C $664,000 $664,000 $0 PIAN STATUS

I I I I I 1 I I I I
,, .,-
THE . .. . . . .. . .. . . ----------
REVISED. ALSO I ~=EL LANE
SINCE THEN, L .
ON PROGRAMML- . . . ..... . . –. -–. .-
ALL AMOUNTS ARE FEDERAL FUNDS ONLY.

I I I I I 1 I I I
ITHIS ROSTER LISTS TIP PROJECTS FROM CURRENT 96-99 TIP WHERE CHANGES HAVE BEEN MADE SINCE I

TIP WAS A~C)PTED IN JLJhlE, 1995 /+NC) THE PROJECT HAS ADVANCED OR . --------
: WAS INDICATED AS C-STP ($5,928 )ooo) IN =-99 Tlp TO A--, ---- —- —----

C.STP HAS BEEN REDUCED TO $1,000,000 IN FY98, LEAVING SHORTFALL C
lFn FSTIMATE. LEFFEL LANE AND RED COACH DRIVE PLACED IN “PLAN

I
J

I#

. .-

—

PROGRAMMING HAS BEEN
LCHIEVE FISCAL BALANCE.
3F $4,928,000 BASED

——.. . . . .. . “ STATUS FOR FISCAL BALANCE.
I



STP/DSB/RF
$1,250

&

$2,164

($700)

$&
$214

$Q!2

($412)

$&

$s!2!2

$550

$4!

$550

OBLIGATION
CMAQ ~

$2,759

!&

$3,379

$2,323

$&

$2,943

$1,534
$1,476

$2,093

S&’

$2,713

$1,534

m

$2,713

&

$3,333

$1,534

m $0

$3,333

FISCAL ANALYSIS VIK)RKSHEET

SFY1997-2000

AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS

TOTAL
S4,760

d

$6,352

$2,343

Wlza

$1,623

d

$3,195

$1,572

sllm!l

$1,661

&

$3,253

$1,572

&K?f!

$2,349

&

$3,921

$1,572
$!2

$3,921

PROJECTED CARRYOVER - fYW96
PROJECTED FFW3 FUND IJWSE - 10/1/96
FFY 97 ALLOCATION - 10/1/96

FEDERAL FUNDS AVAILASLE SFY97

SFY 97 PROGRAM FUNDING LIMIT
FEDERAL FUNDS PROGRAMMED SW 97

CARRYOVER TO SFY 96
PROJECTED FFY 94 FUND WSE - 10/1/S)7
FFY 96 ALLOCATION - 10/1/97

FEDERAL FUNDS AVAIIABLE SFY9S

SFY 96 PROGRAM FUNDING LIMIT
FEDERAL FUNDS PROGRAMMED SFY 96

CARRYOVER TO SFY 99
PROJECTED FFY 95 FUND LAPSE - 10/1/98
FFY 99 AIJ-OCATION - lW/96

FEDERAL FUNDS AVAILABLE S-

SFY 99 PROGRAM FUNDING LIMIT
FEDERAL FUNDS PROGRAMMED SFY 99

CARRYOVER TO SFY 2000
PROJECTED FFY 96 FUND IAPSE - 10/1/99
FFY 2000 ALLOCATION - 10/1/99

FEDERAL FUNDS AVAILABLE SW ~

SFY 2000 PROGRAM FUNDING LIMIT
FEDERAL FUNDS PROGRAMMED SW 2G)0

BAJANCE - END OF SFY 2000


